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To the Reverend 
William Warburton, 4. M. 


Occafioned by ſome Paſliges in his Book 
I intituled, The Divine Legation of M O- 
"SES ſtrated. 


to make an Apo- 
logy for my addreffing you in 
is Manner. The Public being in 


Poſſeſſion of your Work, every I- 
tual has a As to furniſh ſuch | 


\ 


ow far you will be able to eſta- 


. 


2 p cally reſcuefl 
1 3 e molt ſpecidus Objections its Op- 


(2) 
detached Pieces and Eflays on a va- 
riety of different Subjects, to many 

of which, if through the great Mo- 

velty of the O pinion, or for Want of 1 

ſufficient Evidence, the Mind is not " 

ſo far convinced as to give its Aſſent; 


it nevertheleſs 1s greatly improved_ 
and agreeably in/?rufed by the new 


Lights, which every Subject you treat 
of receives from your Pen. 


Ps have with great Solidity in 
| many Inftances expoſed the Feigl 
and Wea, k neſs of/the Arguments 
made uſe of by Azheifts and Free- 
thinkers againſt 9% Truth of Reveal- 


2) 4 ed Religion, an have thereby e 22 


Revelation from 


. 


* ever 8 againſt it. 


But the Pleaſure and Satisfaction 
many of your Readers receive from 
the Force and Method of your Rea- 
he i greatly I 1 ened and abe 8 


3 


T9 


. ed by your Cavaleer and Magifteri- 
al Manner of treating gthoſe, who 
are ſo unfortunate to differ in Opi- 


nion from you. 


The Air of Triumph and ill Na- 
ture, with which you exult on every 
Miſtake you diſcover in the Works 
of other Authors, however eminent 
and celebrated, is highly diſagreea- 
ble to a Reader of a candid and ge- 
nerous Turn of Mind. And what 
would in ſome Degree be overlooked 


in a carping Critic of a lower Claſs, 


is almoſt inexcuſable in one, whoſe 


Learning apd Abilities haye=defery- 
A placeſ him among the higheſt 


Names 1 in the Republic of Letters. 


You complain ce that you had no \ 
« ſooner given the firſt Volume of 


(c 

your Divine Legation of Moſes to 
< the Public, than you was fallen 
© upon in ſo outragious and brutal 
a Manner as had been ſcarce par- 


B42 donable, 
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(4) 

donable, had it been the Divine 
Legation of Mabomet. Infidel, 
Blaſphemer, Apoſtate without 
Faith or Law, were (you ſay) a- 
mongſt the ſoft and civil Sayings, 
by which you were uſhered intothe 
Acquaintance of the Public (a). 


Admit it was ih — Ml a Bcha- 
viour ſo blameable in one Claſs of 
Writers juſtify your treating others 
with Epithets equally rude and in- 
decent 


> KM A _ M 1A a „ 
RA aA aA tf ai mn 


If Wit is — falſe Reaſon- 
ing (3) ; Scurrility _ branding the 
Perſons, the Opinions or Profeitions 
of thoſe, from whom we differ, with 
iwvidious, and cant Terms, will ever 


be fo, 


I eſteem the Arguments uſed be 
Atheiſts and the Enemies of Revela- 


) Divine Legation, part 2. Pref. P- 3: 
tion, 


| \B, D. L. part 1. Pref, p. 14. 


(5) 


lation, ancient and modern, as ill 


founded as you can do. It is however 
| enough to confute them, as you have re 


Hy, done, with Reaſon: to 
add to it TwoeFive is as improper as 
it is unneceſſary. It is ſhooting with 
your Enemies poiſoned Arrows, which 
a fair Combatant ſhould ſcorn to pra- 
Riſe. You inſinuate, that Pythagoras 
and Plato were Fanatics (c); Seneca 
you call a Mongrel (o); Porphyry, 


Famblichus, &c. a canting Tribe of 


Idiots, who fir/# brought Fanaticiſm 
into the Schools of Philoſophy (E). 
Lying Greek Mythologiſts and Szory- 
tellers (r). — Their Opinions you 
ſtile, their Fanatic Notions (6). 


Genuine Greek Philoſophy imbrown- 


| (o) D. L. part 1. p. 368. 
(D) Ibid. p. 334. 
() D. L. part 2. Appen 


Ou 


* 
I . * - * 
„ 
4A ” . 


(xx) "ip of part 2. pag. 206. 
( D. L. part 2. p. 163. 


ed 


dix, p. 30. Hows 


e 


f 


(6) 
ed with the Fanaticiſin of Eaſtern 
Cant (n). The ſenſeleſs Jar- 
gons of Famblichus, Porphyry, Pro- 
clus, and the reſt of that Fanatic 
Tribe of Greek Pythagorean- Plate 


nifts (1). 


How unworthy are Epithets of 
this ſort of a Perſon of your Erudi- 
tion ? The only Demonſtration they 
carry with, them, is, that the Mind 
of the Author is 700 warm and over- 


heated. 


The Contemplation of the Er- 
rors and Abſurdities of theſe ancient 
Authors, ſeveral of whom with no 
other Help but human Reaſon were 
Prodigies of Parts and Knowledge, 
ſhould rather inſpire us with a grate- 
ful Senſe of the Goodneſs of that Pro- 


| vidence, that has given us Exiſtence 


() D. L. part 1. pag. 430. 
(1) D. L. * p. 161. 


. 1 
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(FF 
at a Period and in a Country, in 
which, in our Purſuits after Truth, we 
have the Advantage of the ſubſequent 
Diſcoveries of many learned Men, 


and the Aid of Revealed Religion. 


One thing is very remarkable, 
that theſe /er/ele/s Idiots and lying 
Philoſophers of Antiquity are quot- 
ed by you, on repeated Occaſions, 
as proper Authorities to ſupport al- 
moſt every new and favourite Hy- 


potheſis in your Work (x). 
The Author of a Book intituled, 


Future Rewards and Puniſhments 


2. pag. 97. 104. 167. &c. as to Porpybry, and 
part 1. pag. 119. 120. 150. 169. 231. 333. 350. 
42⁰. 429. part. 2. pag. 7 1. &c. as to Famblichus. 
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146. 153. 177. 201. 325. 330. 359.417. Part 


ſion, 
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(8) 
ſion, which had no kind of Relati- 
on to the Queſtion between you, is 
made the ſtanding Butt of your Ri- 
dicule and Scurrility: — Gentleman» 
, Free-thinker (I): Coſtive of Belief, 
as his favourite Claſs of Free-think- 
ers (u): One, whom Fate and Free- 
thinking had decreed. to. raife up in 
Spite of Nature for the Preparer of 
the Way to pure Pagan Philofo- 
phy (x) : Who puzling on between 
his true and falſe Gods, hangs 
like Mabomet between. Heaven and 
Earth in the Fool's Paradiſe of Pa- 
118 gan Philofophy (o): Mighty Man 
Wit of Law (r)! Lawyer of late Memo- 
1 ry (D: Quickſighted (x): and crafty 
1 Advocate (s): Poor Man, who knows 
__ no Difference between Principles and- 
Conſequences, Premiffes and Con- 


- (L) Appendix, pag. 5, (M) Ibid. p. 12. 
(u Pag. 28. (o) Pag. 36. (Þ) Pag. 41. 
(O Pag. 66. (] Fag. 41. (8) Fag. 8. 
(r) Pag. 32. 
” he 2” I ; ; Sen {e, 


s x c » L 4 £ CN I — ä ů— RE Rn CET ES — _—_— 
1 2 5 r 3 mu „ ·̃̃ ads Am 
7 8 c A arte” * ; . 


* 
"8 
s 

—_ 

4 #1, 


- _puny Truth half overlaid, drawn 
from under an unweildy Heap of 


9 
genſe (v): One that has loſt his 
Reaſoning in the Study of the Law (v,: 
Wh to the Shame of his N. 
Hon cannot make a good Qib- 

i (w): — are ſome ſow of of the po- 


Hie Epithets 21 on the Au- 
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Can a Difference & Opinion be- 

tween two learned Perſons, about a 

jon of meer Speculation, me- 

rit ſuch a Torrent of perſonal A- 
buſe? 


The Author's Arguments you 
Spie deſcribe to be —— 4 


blundering Prevarications (x): The 


common Doy-trot of Infidelity and 
Free- thinking (v): 


Imperti- 
nence (z). — A {till-born Blunder, 


(v) Fag. 7. 445 ) Pag. 38. 
(w) Fag. 13. (x) Pag. 4. 


e 00 Pag, 26. 
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: 6880 
and the Ghoſt of a departed Quib- 


ble (4): — A ſpring Tide of Ab- 
ſurdities, that ſweeps. away all the 


Boundaries between Senſe and Won- 
ſenſe (z): Hackney Fallacies, that 


you with ſurpriſing Candor affirm 


(4) Pag. 14. 00 Pag. 30. 
(e) Pag. 37. (D) BB 51. 
IG Pag. 4, (r) Pag. 7 


run from one End [of the Book. to 
the other (c). | 


As to his Profeſſion, by Way of 


Addition to your former Favours, 


you tell him, that Law and Goſpel 
agreed no better formerly than FO 


4 now (p). 


The Gentlemen of the Bar you 
politely call Anſwerers by Profeſſion, 


F all ſober Knaves the moſt car- 
rupt (x.) The picking up Evidence 


at a venture to ſupport a bad Cauſe, 


to be a common Caſe aſe (r). 


As 


(11) 


As to * Bench, you had, to their 
greater Reverence and an r, on 
another Occaſion inſinuated, that 
<« ſome modern Judges 600 of IR 


cc inner, ſome- 


before 


_ patience for their 
e times acquit or 


ce they were poſlefled of the Merits - 


©: of the Caule (6). 


- If the ſuperior Parts of the Law, 


without the leaſt Provocation, thus 


became the Subject of your Abuſe, 


it is not to be wondered, that a more 
inferior Claſs, to which you took 4 


very early Diſlike, ſhould have _ 


Share of 7 Pollution. 


The Forgeries of the Ancients, 
« you fay, puts you in Mind of 
that known Story of two Law 


4 Sollicitors: tlie one had forged a 


1 Bond againſt the _ who in- | 


(e) Div. Leg. part 1. p. 217. note o. 
C2 « ſtead 


0 12) 
« ſtead of loſing Time to detect 
«© the Knavery, als rather to id 
« Evidence to prove, that he had diſ- 
charged it at the Day (n). If by 
the Expreſſion, that known Story, 


you men t to 1 it Was g ir 


6 unſuitable to the Nature of your 
Work, could be introduced with 
0 other View, but like the Paſſa- 

ges I have before quoted, to throw 
Dirt on the Pr icers of the: Law, 


; toVirtueand the Lawn of their Coun- 
try, as youfcan do, 
mee, * 


But it is Time to put an End to 
the Drudgery of ſuch Quotations, 
with which he Reader muſt be 
equally tired offended. A great 
Poet very truly lays it down for a 
Rule, that want of Decency is want mw 


Om D. L. — pag. 437. 


r 


( 33 } 


Senſe; to which let me add, that 


when the Abuſe has no Foundation 


in Truth, ue, highly immoral. 


B Reſentments let you 

5 "agree, ree- chert the Cauſe 
of Truth is ff in tle leaſt advan- 
ced — | Expreſſions of this 
Nature; and that it carries- „ 
Mark of Diingenuity, when you 
fo. irſduſtriouſly endeavour to draw 
off the Reader's s Attention from the 
Cauſe, by diverting him at the Ex- 


pence of the Er and his Pro- 
N 


416 you had paid any Regard t to 


your own Sentiments on a parallel 


 Occahon, you would have ſeen 
that this Behaviour was an Inſult 
on Society, as the Law and its 
= Profeflors bear a public Charac- 
{ ter. "Any Inſult therefore, 20 u/z 


4 4 Pod — "ab e | 


9 0wn W ords, offered to 


121 c on 


4 


= 
« on the State, that conferred the 
« Character. It is an high Injury 
« likewiſe, . becauſe a Body Politic 
cc cannot preſerve the Veneration ne- 
c ceflary for the Support of its Au- 
ce thority, longer than it's public 
C Officers, whether civil or religious, 
« receive the Reverence due to their 
cc reſpective Stations (1). 


A 


—_ 1 3 «Berna band, 


A 


It is hard to imagine, what could 
induce you thus anprovoled to treat 
with ſo little Decency a Profeſſion 

remarkably fertile of Perſons of the 
greateſt Abilities, ſtrenuous Aſſer- 

; . tors and Supporters of the true Li- 
berties of their Country (x); at the 
e. Head whereof the Public hat the 
4 ' Pleaſure and Happineſs to ſee preſide 

Y One, who to the moſt perfect Know- 
. ledge of the Laws of his Country 


a (1) Div. Leg. part 1. Pref. p. 28, 89. 
(k) The great Names of Bacon, Hate, Somers, 
Holt, Talbot, &c. will ever be remembred as Or- 

naments to their Country and Profeſſion. 
hath 
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( 15) 

hath added that of all other Juriſ- 
prudence, and almoſt every other 
Branch of uſeful and polite Science ; 

| whoſe exemplary Patience, Integri- 
ty, and Sagacity as a Fudge, Elo- 
quence and Steadineſs in the Se- 

nate, and Humanity and poliſhed / 
Manners as a Gentleman, rendered, . ; 
him — 
Ornament of his Profeſſion, and 2 
Object of the Eſteem and Admira- 
tion of a whole "Oe 


But to proceed, —— The Reaſon 
vou give for treating the Author with 
fo little Ceremony, is as remarkable, 


as the Weapons with which you 
handle * 


| Theſe are your Words — As 
for this antaſtic p eh in the 
* Cauſe, of Paganiſm, I have uſed |, 
* him tis true with little Ceremo- bY 
_ « ny, Let the Reader judge, if he 
N — more. I had put my 
5 . Name 


/ 


. 5 : 5 . N 1 
. —— —ͤ —— — — —«c — — r „ eee e „ 5 | wy 
% 2 L * ESP et 2» 3 Þ 4 . C 8 0 Y W * N 4 


* — en eds tre Si Po anc at, te TIT ET OY 
5 IE i a „ = "> 1 1 o - ” p Y n 
2 5 * . 3 . Ps 5 , 
* * : 292 5 5. I SS WP ., 
_ ; SS; CE IL ad 1 
| y 8 3 3 . "= PP 
a * "I. bg ,_ ” * - — — 
— * Oy * 4 N * * . 
p 2 0 1 " 4 + p A 
a * : 


6) 
f 8 Name to what I wrote, and he at- 
{| © tacks me AWitkert- any. Had 
=_ A. either Tconoealed mine, or he told 
=_ « his, he might then have expected 
| cr (if. in other reſpects he deſerved 
4 & it). what the uſual Commerce of 
1 « Ciyility demands between People 
« upon equal Terms: But writing 
e Without Name in the Manner 
. he has done, is leaſt of all excuſe- 
© Able; /or when a Man's Perſon 
© or Reputation is attacked, I know 
little Difference between the Ruf- 
TJ 17 fan, and the Writer in the Dark (x). 


, , ea cc. 


The Diſpute between you was 

* about a matter of ne er Speculation, 
N You had put your Name to a Book, 
in which you incidentally treated the 

a». Snbje&t in Diſpute. Your Oppoſer, 
probably more diffident of his own 
Abilities, printed his Thoughts on 

the fame Subject without ſetting his 


33 2 a. 


( Append. p. 57: 
ä Name 
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(#5). 

Name to it.———The Publio by this 
Means were fully poſſeſſed + the 
Cauſe, and are enabled to give Judg- 
ment between you, not in the Dark; 

but on the plain Merits of the Caſe, 
without being biaſſed by the great 
Name of Mr. . arburton, or trou- 


gude between Pay Caſe of a Veri. 9 
ter, who thus openly attacks an Au- _ 
thor's Opinion, and that you put 

of a Rufhans attacking an innocent 


8 5 
. the Dark! wk 4 


When the Book, that has given 
you ſuch Offence, was firſt publiſh- 
ed, it's probable you did not know. 


a = 
the real Author; you having, ie ele wee \ 


4operted, at firſt fathered it on a 
Perſon, the Delicacy of whoſe Taſte 


and poliſhed Sentiments Tender him 
an Ornament to the Univerſity of I 
which he is a Member: but diſco- $ 
veting your Miſtake, forme d yeur- 1 

D naw 


no e who the, Author was; 
which if you knew, you could not 
be ignorant, that his Character was 
the Reverſe of every Thing you have 
repreſented him, a Lover of Learn 
ing, a Religious Man, and as far from. 
being a Free-thinker, as any R 

| Toon: whatſoever. 


But olumed in the Imagination, 
that the Author had given you an 
Opening, you determined not to 


loſe the Oppottunity of abuſing bim: 


and Envy muſt own, you have ac- 
1 _ younfelt to Admiration. 


4 4 has. confuriog the F 2 
«< and Miſtakes of athens; you put 
on ſuch an Air of Severity and 
*, Confidence, as if you your; ſelf 
«were. mo from — 


(19) 
« ſtood in no N ced of Indul- 
* © genee (1 ). 


But ſuch is the Imperfection of 
human Nature, 4 the = ſublime 
Underſtanding has its Bounds, and 
the ſtrongeſt Mind its Foible. Even 
you, otro ſo * critical 1 44; | 
the Miſtakes a Inaccuracies 

others, are ot without your falſe 4 Dee 


Reaſonings/and Inconfiftencies « Grove! 


Y 


<5 
-3 
xy 
= 
* 


of this your Divine Legation of 
Moſes, notwithſtanding all its Beauties, 
affords repeated Inſtances. At pre- 
ſent I ſhall content my ſelf with fub- 
mitting #wo only to your Conſide- 
ration. The f you make ſe of 


in Oppoſition to an Opiniort +a A 
 exandtf{Critic ; the ſecond ton ad 

of the polizeft Writer of the x 
Age. 


0 i 9 p. 112. 
D 2 J. Doc- 


(20) 


I. Doctor Bentley, in his Diſſerta- 
tion on the Epiſtle of Phalaris, hav- 
ing urged againſt. the Genuineneſs of 
the Fragmentsof the Laws,that goun- 
der the Name of Zaleucus, that there 
are ſeveral Words uſed in them, 
which are confeſſed to be /ater than 
the Time, in which Zaleucus lived; 
he from thence, among other Rea- 
ſons, concluded thoſe Laws to he 
ſpurious, and the I nyention of a later 


Age. 5 


Yo, on your Part init. that cheſe 
Laws are the genuine Laws of Za- 
leucus; J and in Support of that Opi- 
nion give to this Part of the learn- 

ed Doctors Wien the e following 


Anſprer. 


« It muſt be 8 you 1 that 
© any Thing Cllrs, as the identi- 
cal Writing of a certain Perſon or 


10 Age, and | having Words or Phraſes 
8 {I ka — _ 


OX 
1 
le 
© 

= 


te poſteri or to its Date, carries along 


« with it the ixfallible Marks + 


ke 


Forgery. A public 1 nftrument or 
Diploma ſo diſcredited is plans 
ty ſunk; and to ſuch with grea 

Succeſs was this Canon of Be 


ciſm fr applied. This encou- 
* raged following Critics to try it 
on Writings of another Kind; 

and then for Want of a * 


ble Diſtinction, they began to 


make very wild Work indeed. For 


though inWritings of a&/tra& Spe- 


culation, or of meer Amuſement 


and Entertainment, this Touch 
might be applied with tolerable 
Security and Succeſs, there being 


for the general no Occaſion or 


Temptation to alter the Diction 


of ſuch, eſpecially in the ancient 
Languages, that ſuffered ſmall 


and ſlow Change, becauſe one 
ſort of theſe Writings was only for 
the Uſe of a few learned Men, 
and of the other a great Part of 
1 « their 


2 


cc 
0 


ny 


& g 


0 22 9 
their Curioſity conſiſted in the 
original Phraſe; yet in practical 
and public Writings of Law and 
Religion, this would prove a very 
fallacious Criterion. It was the 
Matter only, that was regarded 
here; and as this Matter reſpected 


the whole Body of the People, it 

was of the higheſt Importance, 
that the Words and Phraſes ſhould 
not be obſcute, ambiguous, or equi- 
vocal; which would neceſſitate al- 
terations in them (M). 


The 5 - 
Application of all this is very eaſy 


to the Caſe in hand. This Frag- 
ment was Part of a Body of Laws 


neceſſary to be clearly underftood 


by the People; which, you ſay, it 
could not be without he Change 
"of Words and Phraſes. And to 
make theſe an Argument againſt 
the Genninenefs of the Fragments 
would be the fame as to contend, 


TIER ) D. L. part 1. p. 115: 1 g 
| that 


(nn). 

« that the 22 Laws in our vulgar 
e Statute Books are the Forgeries of 
« later Times becauſe full of M. ords 
c unknown to the Ages, in which 

ce thoſe Laws are pretended to have 
« been enacted (x This whole 
Paragraph i is ſo very extraordinary, 


that it deſerves to be N 
confidered. 


* 


It will not be diſputed, that the 


Ancients conſtantly had the higheſt 


religious Regard and Veneration for 


their original Laws: they ſuppoſed 
them to be of Divine Original ; and 
the better to preſei e and perpetuate 
them theyengravi them 


89425 iI. at 
(8 D. * Ba part 1 P- 116. 8 wo ay p 
(0 Corybantes Colummis incidere EL ages d 3 
etunt, ut Theopompꝛus ſeribit i, wg wes) eber. 
a Tan, edgy le iu Tah Albovs, 3 * 
arte; 5 by 
ſcrip * | » QUas Ov as £5 QULXETUN 
Superfai le at b Amon i 
Prytaneio etiam ſua Etate teſtatur Plutarchus | in 
So one; ioxuy 4 5 Toi va roi Tac tis ald e chiauroog 
dot, Xr οννjᷓ eis £vaivovs "AZoras E : 
Clog 


| g ava ypaten. a Sela. ve, in Las 


Tvory (5), „Stone, or Plates of 
/ they depoſited the 1 
nal 


ciois vc S ν]‚ue bv ivr u ius & evia- 
ve Atioave ei; dit cu Polemon e Toig wd? 
Epæ ro "AZoves dicowgoviau oy TW Hpuraveſ yt 
1 hu 2 & To's PTL Petit. 'Leges Atticæ. 
pref: p. 2. 3. Edit. Paris 1635. 
o) Placuit publica Auctoritate decem conſtitui 
viros, per quos peterentur Leges a Græcis civita- 
tibus quas * 1 Tabulas Eboreas 1 per ſcriptas 
ro reſtris compoſuerunt, ut poſſent leges aper- 
Gus percipi. Doeft. Lib, I. Tit. II. $. 5 | 1 
1 C) Ma i Greci tanta cura ebbero deglꝰ in- 
ſtrumenti, e della lor conſervazione, che non 
in carta ſolamente, 1ma in metallo ancora, ed in 
marmo uſararono di regiſtrargli. Andotide nel- 
. Ia breve orazione per la pace co Lacedemoni tre- 
volte tocca il coſtume di rogarne Patto in Colonne 
o foſſero pilaſtrini di /Fo7zo: ne accade altri paſ- 
fi addurre, perche infiniti ſono i luoghi degli 
antichi ſerittori, che di tal uſo menzione fanno e 
teſtimonianza. Iſtoria Diplomatica de Scipio 
Maffei. Edit. 1727, page 6, 7 | | 
L' Uſage de graver ſur des Colomnes, ou des 
Tables de Marbre ou de Cuivre, les Traitez, et 
autres choſes, dont on vouloit conſerver ſoĩgneuſe- 


1 * 
5 I 
2 E ·˙ ˙ — WI us 1 . r . a 


I | Ut etolim Minos, Plato in Mins, & Athenienſes, apud 
| 1 quos hujuſmodi Tabulæ xbgeig⁴ & d go vocabantur — Not. 
| Gothefredi in locum. n. 19. / 5 


I Roboreas primum, deinde zreas. Halicarn. 10. Livins th 
4 3. Not. Gothefredi, in locum. n. 20. : : 
9 8 | ment 


- wall. Tables ia forme Placeiſ of the 
greateſt Security (x), and nie or 
in the Courts of 
Juſtice for the public Peruſal and 
Inſpection (s): Circumſtances, which 


7 f * Ep. g x .& ad 
ment la memoire, eſt fort ancien, & il a dure: 
tres long temps chez les Grecs & les Romains. 
Les Monumens etoient expoſez, en des lieux 


publics, a la vue de tout le monde; & on trou- 2 


voit la en quelque facon les Archives publiques 
de chaque Peuple. Preface de Mr. Barbeyrac au 
een au Corps uni ver ſelle Diplomatique. Vol. 
2. Pag. IT. VV 

x) Aſſervabantur primitus Solonis Axones 
Legeſque in Acropoli: Anaximenes in Philip- 
pico, & Pollux: aTixvro d of AZovss & Axporoay 
Tara. Poſtea ab Ephialte in curiam & forum 
tranſlati ſunt hi Axones. Anaximenes: Tovg AZ- 


7792 8 Tov KvpG4s d yuber rij Axpo ,n eig 70 ov DS. 


AdInpiov & Thu dyopav pericuoe Eianlys, Sed 
adſervabantur Legum autographa in Acropoli; 
quæ vero erant alibi, Antigrapha tantum erant, 
unde ſi qua in Legis verbis movebatur controver- 
ſia, comparabantur illa antigrapha cum autogra- 
pho, quod in Acropoli adſervabatur. Pollux: 
al, ive vd E, WlvyXavq, tis w ITpulavgov 3; 
rl &yoyav u Hi Repoſita igitur erant 
Legum Exemplaria in Curia, & in Foro. Petit. 
Comment. in Leges Atticas, p. 13. 


(s) Vide the foregoing Note (x) an the Ol 
5e) and () pag. 24. 22 « PO. 


=; ns 4 render 
1 


( 26 ) 
render this ſuppoſed change of the 
Words — Phraſes of the Law  high- 


el, 2. 


772 7 5 — Tialy, for whom 
A 11 SA £751 to Zaleucus were 
e were remarkable for the re- 
N Ve Regard Bak paid to this Bo- 
of "pf an ſpeaking 
of the e anc 4 the Laws, ſays 
it War a Law among them, that 

&* a Man, who ſhall propoſe to make 

L any new Law, ſhall do it with a 
Rope about his Neck, which he 
"8 « ſhall be ſtrangled i in, if he donot 

. carry his Point: which has been 

6 ſuch + Nang. and Defence to the 


WE 1/97 
ab 


4 


15 | | i (T) Demoſt. in nor = cited 
pes” Bentley in his Diſſertation kee 12 


* p. wa 
To 


ae 


{ 27 9 


hive informs, us, that by one of theſe 
Laws aſcribed. td Zaleucus, after the 


Judge, in the Courſe of any. Cauſe, 


had declared what in his Opinion 
was the true Senſe of the Law, if 
either of the Parties was diſſatisfied 
with the Judge's Determination, he 
might appeal to the ſupreme Coun- 


eil of fve Hundred, 7 — whom 


the Fudge and the Appellant were 
with Halters round their. Necks to 
argue the Cauſe, and offer their Rea» 


ſons in ſupport of their reſpective 


_ Interpretations ;-and he of the two, 
who appeared to have endeavoured 


to give a wrong Interpretation to 


the Law, was to be ſtrangled on the 
— ( 2; . in the * 


cit- 


* 2 ! 
„5 
4 < * 
* 


—— — 
va — rauf «x Fp0aycow, 


=—_ . 
1 
13 
_ 
_— F 
8 F hs 
* * 
3 ; 
8 F f * 
* L # 
"i 
4 
2 
* 


( a9 ) vere 
ted in the Margin hath/perlemedt” 
the Hiſtory.of-an — of this Sort; 


which under the Cirumſtances "a 


fore mentioned we may conclude 
was not Terz r Ly 


i £ the nia, if a any 
one of the — or People 
were guilty of corrupting or altering 
any of their Laws, the Gffender and 
his Children might be killed as Out- 
laws, and their Goods were confiſ- 
cated (d). And the repealing or 
1 any of their Laws by the 


2 ture themfelves was by. 
* en laid 


entry N Vr: 
Sade ch., A w- 
yr dy Xovns Solo de GNU * x0 lov. 
os. Hiftor: Lab. 12.4. 7. pg do. 

(0) GO 


ns mv + 5 hs 


bird. Ad LOTS, we — Petit. 
Leges Atticæ. Lib. i . L Lex, 15 Pas 47: 
and a þ- $07 


un Aer 
* 3 42 * n 


629) 
urder- repeated and very remarkable 
Cog and Reſtraints * 4 


The Basten brought by you in 


| ſopport of a Fact in it ſelf improba- 
ble, and 
Genius of Antiquity, and the known 
and eſtabliſhed Rules of Criticiſm, 
one would have expected, ſhould 
have been ſrong and concluſive, and 
ſuch as would have explained by 
whom, and under what Regulations, 
ſo extraordinary a Power as the al- 


tering the Words and Phraſes of the 


original and eſtabliſhed Laws of a 
Country was Exerciſed. But to the 
Reader's gre eee this 
Part of your Argument 


Had the” gt Te of 1 
Wer thus modernized and altered in 


(w) For this ſee Petit. Leges Atticæ. Lib. 
I. Tit. I. Lex. I. II. VI. pag. 3, 6, 7, and his 
Commentary, pag. 100. to 106. 


1 their 


inconſiſtent with the 


175 


- 
_ F * 25 


( 30 ) * 


would without Doubt have given 
ſome Account of it. His Silence 
concerning a Circumſtance ſo im- 
portant would be material ; but we 
have his Teſtimony in Oppoſition to 
this ſuppoſed Change, in his firſt 
Book 4; Oratore, where he makes 
Craſſus expreſs himſelf thus; © Plu- 
« rima eft & in omni Jure Civili, 
« & in Pontificum Libris, & in XII 
e Tabulis antiquitatis Effigies : quod 
« & verborum priſca vetuſtas cog- 
ce noſcitur, & Actionum genera que- 
% dam majorum N 
vitamque declarant ( i 


With reſpect to the r 

Orationof Lyſſus againſt Theomng, 7 
_ cited by Dr. R in his Diflerta- 
tion upon the Epiſtlesof Phalaris (v), 
ores, that the Laws of Solon, which 


(x) Cicero te Oe tu. 4. Seb. 193. 
(v Fag. 397. > 


S 1 
7 ; 5 were 


their Words and Phraſes, Tally 


131 


were almoſt contemporary with Za- 


laeucus, went through none of theſe 


imaginary ere you contend 


| The ondön of Lyfas againſt 
Theomneftus was made Olymp. xcix. 

4. (a) 213 Years after So/on's Laws, 
lich were made when Solon was 
Archon, Olymp. xlvi. 3. By one of 
Solon's Laws, it was penal for a Per- 
fon to call another Aldo, a Mur- 
derer (3). Lyſias brought his Ac- 
tion againſt Theomneſtus for ſaying 
Toy Tatiex dnerroveval, that he had 
killed his Father. Theommeſtus ob- 


g jected to the Action, becauſe the Law 
did not forþid eg faying Ee rarepa 
A ru xc cb. > Word Ardpech be- 


ing what the Law made actionable. 
To this Lyfias replied, that the Senſe 


and Meaning of the Law was to be 


(A) Ibid. pag. 396. 
(3) Aren un NA, ret Leges At- 
tier. Lib, 7. Tit. 6. Lex IV. pag. 53. 536. 


regard 


5 5 
7 * by 
** ſe J - 
1 
4 
4 
.2 
"2 
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* 
4 
1 
0 
* 
[ 
{ 
4 


at 
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"a 


Time, was then called To g. 


called Erexv, was then called 646- 


away, was then expreſſed ** ATod- 


(32» | 
regarded as well as the Words (c); 
and to ſhew the Conſequence of ad- 
mitting this Objection he defired, 
that the Crier might read ſome of 
the ancient Laws of Solon, in which 
were many obſolete Words, which 
originally bore a different Senſe from 
what they did at that Time. Lex. 
AEAEZOAI EN TH: HIOAOKAKH: (p). 


Here Lyfas took Notice that what 


was Hodondun, the Stocks, in Solon $ 


Lex. EIIETTTIAN A EIVIOPK HEAN- 
TA TON Ao0OAAN, . AEAIOTA AE 
AIKHY ENEKA APASKAZEIN (z). 
Here Ly/ias obſerved, that to ſwear, 
which in this Law ol Solon's was 


c; and that Jpzoxaei, to run 


(c) Lyfiz Orat Edit. 1739. p. 123. 5 

(D) See this Law Petit. Leges Atticæ. 13 7. 

Tit. V. Lex. I. pag. 49. 529. | 
(2) Petit. 855 AUT Lib 75 Tit. xX. * 

EPs 30. __ 


. * 


Ee, 40 


| +033} 
Tote. —Lex. OETIS AE ATIAAH, 
TH SrpA, ENAONTOY KAEHTOY 
ONO (r). Here Lyſſas obſerv- 
ed tothe Court, that inſtead of the 
Word Are to exclude, they then 
uſed the Word ATezazicy, Lex. TO 
ApTTPION TTALIMON EINAI (o): 
here Lyſias obſerves that ZT&o4uoy did 
not ſignify to weigh Money in 
Scales, as they then uſed the Word, 
but zo let it out at Uſe. Lex. OSAL 
 HESAEMENQS IINAOTNTA KAI Ol- 
KHOE (H). Here Lyfi Fas takes No- 
tice, that TIs@2ouerwe, which in this 
Law means openly, was then called Sa- 
vgs: that loi 9, to walk; was tek 
. expreſſed by Bade, and that what 
was meant by Oiz57 was then called 
Oed royrog. And after thele Inſtances 
Lyfeas affirms, that there were many 
ma ſuch as theſe; for, ſays he, 


| () Petit Leges Attica Lib. 7. Tit. 5 Lex 
a p. 30. 532. 
(6) Ibid. Lib: 5. Tit. 4. Lex. 1. p. 32. 403. 
1 19255 Lib. 6. Tit. 5. Lex VI. p. 41. 473. 
f though 


- AI 

though Things continue: the ſame, 
yet we do not uſe ſome of the ſame 
Words nod that our AnjodRors nd (1). 


You are equally 1 in the 
Reaſon you aſſign for this ſuppoſ- 
ed Change, i. e. i# Order to the 
Laws being underſtood by the Body 
of the whole People— This was a thing 
in itſelf impoſſible, and what no 


Legiſlator eyer expected. By the 


Laws of Athens the Prieſts and Magi- 
ſtrates were elected from among the 


Patricians ; and they were appoint- 
ed to be the Interpreters of the 


Laws and of all religious and holy 
| Matters; 
(1) Boner nv i444 


402 & de GAG 2 8 7 2 ©. 2 
I, % Rr 2 un trat x ray, et % 
drανον wοο 1 wee T8. ZoAov@- wel] I. 
NOMOS. Atdiolj & & rh; ToJoxanxy eg wins 
Tov wide, SA * 2 vegane 1 dia.” H d. 
KAKKY ed vn 15%, Noeduvnse, & viv uanalas & TW 
85 ged. ei gv Ade hes Sede, Ty rag 22 
'T ev9inc xalnyopoin 6 d 2x e Th ToJoncixxy t9:dwlo, 
WAA & I. EVN, 2X. ij ibioy 6 . voulgore 3 Alſe 
regen hen. 'NOMOZE ETeyſugy 9 ug 
LL A TANG.  dediola 5 5 devs even Jegora cer. T- 
; : Ty 


e 


(85) 
Matters (x); and among the Romans 


Laws of the twelve Tables, inveſted 
with * like Authority (1). 
1 Theſe 


Tv 70 74 Janopun wc, A 2 0 3 Jegxora- 
Fav, & viv SmdideAorev ovouutouſy, Os 9 e 
Ay Tj pes eye Yoo A, 0. To &THAA&v 
70 NTPKAFEY vo 8 Under 2g TsT Ag Ole ov. 
To apyveyov go fror dre, :0 6Toooy * Boos 0 
davei gun. To gag v 15 @ BiNlise, s Goſs 
ig, GANG a C2 leg aoogv av boch. E- 
να,.Du Ts!) m3 vous nerd] afar” Oc e 
peivors w, % ol A Habeus rl νν %αο avas 
q ,˖ Hpoctx ele Tv To * e agtine 
zs! ayrpas* . 3. adichv. TO 9 o- 
geeg r. N 5 ro ra 2; GAAG fol, & G- 
opts duccæs a. GAA 61 un od ps esu, ol ola. a ty - 
yuy N ors TS who eure T&wTH £51 d 
7s % 7 daa Tay 5 127 | Gpiats & Tois auyrorg 
Orat. Edit. 1739. 


wes 2 to 180. 


5 2 


r tuemirom ere; —everrn—epiny 
rer. Fra Leges Atticæ. Lib. I. Tit. 3. 
Lex. II. p pag. 8. 126. 
Ir) Et ita eodem pene tempore tria hzc Jura 
nata ſunt: Leges duodecim Tabellarum: ex his 
fluere cœpit. Jus civile : ex iiſdem Legis Afiones 
compoſitæ ſunt.. Omnium tamen harum & in- 
terpretandi ſczentia & actiones apud C ollegium Pon- 
H Hificup erant : ex — conſtituebatur, quis quoque 
anno 


the College of Prieſts were, for — 
aankundscd Vears after the makingthe 


F ) 
' Theſe Guardians and ſtated Inter- 
preters of the Laws were ſufficient 
to explain the meaning of any obſo- 
lete Words or Phraſes, without al- 
tering and modernizing the original 
Text; which inſtead, as you imagine, 
of freeing it from Ambiguity or Ob- 
ſcurity, would neceſſarily leſſen its 
Sanction and Obligation, and ren- 
der its Interpretation ore ambigu- 
3 ous, and equivocal, It the preciſe 
I meaning of a Text thus altered came 
3 in Queſtion, by what Rule or Au- 


thority was it to be aſcertained ? by 
ae the original or the altered Code ? 
But you ſay c the rg g theſe 


Words and Phraſes{ thus changed 
an Argument againſt the Genu- 


wa 
P ineneſs of the Fragment would 
A 13 « be the ſame as toeontend, "hat 
* « the firſt ulg 1 
the firſt Laws in our v ar Sta 
« tute Books are the F 8 f 
tute s are the Forgeries 0 


aanno præeſſet privatis: & fere populus annis pro- 
ny centum hac conſuetudine uſus eſt. Digeſt. 
ib. I. 217 II. de * Juris. 5. 6. 


« later 


637) 
later Times, becauſe full of Words 
«© unknown to the Ages, in which 
« thoſe Laws are : pretended to have 
ce been enacted. ' 


* 


A 


4 


Unfortunate Pioke ſon ! whoſe 
Profeſſors you endeavour to make 


the ſtanding Subject of your 4% ſea- 


ſoned Mirth and Ridicule, and the 


Sanction and Authority of its Laws, 
a Sacrifice to the airy Phantom of 


Syſtem and Far Earadox. | 


Ks 


Butitis their Heapwicch, ets this. 
Part of your Performance there is x0 - 


weak Side of Truth or Senſe ; it is in- 
deed impenetrable quite round (v). 
Had your Lawyer of late Memory 
reaſoned in this Way, the Public, in- 


have had a Right to 
queſtion his * Abilities and Under- 


* he _ 
(1) Div. Leg. part 2. App. p. 15. 
9575 App. p. 33 | 

1131⁰⁰ 1 


of pardoning 2 (x), would ax 


Ate. 


SW. 


4 


PP 


ot bee 


2 A Vouunfor Os the 


firſt Laws in our vulgar Statute Books þ 
| 6441449 were originally, - — F in Engliſh, 
the Language in which they are 
| | Hon grie, It is inconceivable where 
you picked up this Conceit, and 
| how a Perſon, wha had ſpent a fing/e 
Day inthe " ion, or once put his 
Head, as you politely term it, into a 
W N of Law (o), could be 
ſo ſtrangely * You ought 
to have known, that Fe 
- Tranſlation from the drigin | 


Ne oy Latin or French, oy: 8 of which 
24 „Eve, on Record; 


and -that—-Gopierof- 
> Ihe Matin and Fpch Originals are 
in the Libraries of he Curious, and 


a i oe es oe oo. 


JJ are printed 1 in the rgin of the laſt ö a 
1 She Statutes5- which, in- | 
IT, of being full f Words unknown . 


D w the Ages in which they are · ſup⸗ 
poled-to Ke enacted, have no Words 
Ae Phraſes but what were the ge- 
nuine Language of of 5 70 Tier N * 


( 39 ) 
is the Care wife Governments 


5 preſerve a due Regard and 


Veneration to the Public Collections 


of their Laws, that this Tranſlation, 


h in ſome few Places wor- 


altered in the Manner you contend, 
hath by its long U/e obtained à fort 
of Preſcriptive right for its Imper- 


 fettions (x). 


If inſtead of den that the Al- 
n in the Law: 


um Deliberation, you had ſuppoſed 


it poſſible they might have proceed- 
ed from the Error. or Miftake of the 


Tranſcribers, it would have carried 


18. 


more of the A ance of an Ob- 


jection to the great Critic's 2 
id 


ment than any 5 you have 


thy of Correction, inſtead of being 


( 7) Hewkins Pref, to the laſt 2 of the 
the 


| Statues p. * 


tte 


Laleucus,you & * £ 
contend for, were theeffe&tofVeceſſizy 


apainft i it: ſince awegd the Woods 4:27, © 
Ly ected to by Doctor Bentley are itn 
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(49) 
the Copy of the Fragments preſerved 
by Szebeus, it does not from thence 
neceſſarily follow, they f at firſt 
inſerted in the Originas it being 
poffeble, that T * 4 finding 
themſelves embarraſſed with ſome 
antiquated Words or Phraſes, which 
they did not underſtand, or which 
Age might have rendred not legible, 
ſubſtituted Words more modern in 
their Place. That this has frequent- 
ly happened to Tranſcriberg, | 1s a 
Fact confeſſed by all Writers © on this 


Subject ( wt 


. But 


| ( Vide Juſti Fontanini Vindiciæ: Lib. I. 


cap. 7; 8, 9, 10. and Mabillon de re Diplomati- 
I 


it. 1681. L. 2. cap. 1. §. 9. p. 47. & alibi. 
This laſt Author, whoſe A, will not be 
ueſtioned, accounts for this change of Words i in 
this Manner. 
Ad Exempla ex Originalibus tranſumta .quod 


attinet, eorum interpolatio etiam ex triplici capi- 


te proceſſiſſe videtur. Primum ex imprudentia 


& levitate librariorum, qui nonnulla Exempla- 


ris vocabula aut omiſerunt, aut perperam immu- 


tarunt, ſeu vitio prelegentis aut dictantis, ſeu 


e ipſius ä aut Typographi. Al- 
; terum 


2 


4 
{ 
| 


(4 


But hoes Alterations Ab often 
r in copying Manuſcripts, to 


eonclude that the Words objected to 


by the great Critic were ſo altered, 

is an Argument, that, if it had any 
Force in it, would introduce the 
greateſt Uncertainty into the Works 
of all ancient Authors, and would 
tend to deſtroy the Authority: of all 
ancient Monuments and Manuſcripts 
whatſoener. For what will be able 
to ſtand the Shock, if the Force of 


Dr. Bentley's Objections totheſe Laws 


can be hes down, by ſaying that 
Alterations have often happened ? In 


order to ſupport this ſuppoſed Fact of 


the Words objected to, being altered, 
either from Neceſſity and Deſign 
as you contend, af by: the-Bagle of 


| terum ex Temeritate ſciolorum itidem exſcrip- 
 torum; qui Exemplaris verba quædam non capi- 
2 aut alia pro illis ſubſtituerunt, aut glofſema- 
44-1148. a adjecerunt. Qualia in aue Mab f 278 
* rrata prope ns occurrunt 
. 8 WI EDI 
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rr enn. 
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(42 Logonto 
the Tranſcriber, it nA th 
from the Places themſelves, where'the 
Words objected to are inſerted, how 
this Alteration might reaſonably hap- 
pen; and what was the Purport of 


the Expreſſions, as originally deliver- 


ed by Zaleucus; which you have 


| not ſo much as n to do. 


By this Timethe Reader is, be 
no doubt, ſufficiently ſatisfied, who it 
is, that hath made wild Work of 


theſe Fragments (x), che great Gre 


FT auen or your ſelf. 


II. The other Inſtance, in which 
you have ſuffered your ſelf to be miſ- 
taken, is, where you very unneceſſa- 
Tily, and, as i think, unfortu- 
natelyenter the Liſts with the learn- 
ed Author of the Letter from Rome. 
There is nothing, you ſay, ob- 
ce ſtructs our Diſcoveries in Antiqui- 
« ty (as far as relates to the Know- 


(x) ä pag. 176. 


e led ge 


( 43 ) 

„ ledge of Mankind) ſo much as 
“that fa//e,though undiſputed Prin- 
ciple, that the general Cuſtoms 
« of Men (in which a common 
« T.ikeneſs connects, as in a Chain, 
“ the Manners of its Inhabitants 
“quite round the whole Globe) are 
all, whether Civilor Religious, tra- 
dufive from one another. Where- 


A 


o 


A 


* 


NY 
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* 


„ one common Mature, improved by 
«© Reaſon, or debaſed by Superſtiti- 


“ on, ſpeaking to all its Tribes of 


« Individuals. But it is no Won- 
« der Men have been miſled by this 
. ©. falſe Principle. For when a Cuſ- 
«tom, whoſe Meaning lies not very 
ce obvious, requires ſome Account 
“ to be given of its Original, it is 
„ much eaſter to tell us, that 2516 


“ People derived it from that, than 
«rightly to explain to us, what 


* common Principle of Reaſon or 
* . gave Birth to it in 
45 G 2 „ both. 


as in Truth the Original of this 
6e general Similitude is the Voice of 


K ie x" oo OG AGE Torr i OY A OPT oo 4 
\ _ 


CCC 4 TIO... 
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(44 ) 


«- both; How many able W ers 


< have employed thts Time 'and 


learning, to prove Chriſtian Rome 


&< to have borrowed their Superſti- 
ce tions from the Pagan City? They 
« have indeed ſhewn an exact and 


* furpriſmg Likeneſs, in a great 


Variety of Inſtances. But the 


«- Conclaſion from thence, that there- 


fore the Catholic borrowed from 


e theHeathen,asplauſible as itſeems, 
« is, Ithink, atrerlymi faden. To offer 
sat preſent only this plain Reaſon; 
the Riſe of the ſuperſtitious Cuſ- 
« toms in Queſtion were many Ages 


= ie later than the Converſion of that 


« Imperial City to the Chriſtian 


of heir firſt Introduction there 
were no Pagan Prejudices, that 


required ſuch a Compliance from 


„ the ruling Clergy. For this and 


« "other Reaſons I am rather induced 

<. to believe, that the very fame Spi 

$6 9 5 of W operating 5 
equal 
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# 
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(45) 

* equal Circumſtances made -both 
« Papiſts and Pagans :rwely Origi- 
* gal (v).“ 


Unfortunately for this Argument, 


the ingenious Author of the Letter 


m Rome hath, in a Poſſcript to a 
late Edition of- that Piece, proved 
beyond Contradiction, that the Riſe _ 
of the ſuperſtitious Cuſtoms in Queſ- 
tion was not later than the Conver- 
Hon of Rome to Chriſtianity ; and 
that ar the Time of their fer Intro- 
duction there were Pagan Prejudices, 
Which might and actually did pro- 


_ duce the Compliance contended for 
from a temporizing Clergy ; and 
_ conſequently, that your plain Rea- 
en is a miſtaken Fact, _ uo Rea- 


© via 


This Popeript to the Hotiour of 
- ingenious Author is writ with 5 


ſuch ſuperior Deeeney and d Strength | 


Ws Div. Leg. part 2. pag. 355, 356. 
1 


O 


(46) 

of Argument, and ach Sentiments 
of Candour and Friendſhip for the 
Perſon and Opinions of the learned 
Perſon, to whom it is an Anſwer, 
that it may in that reſpect be conſi- 
dered as a Pattern fit to _ '-. Hl) 


by controverſial Writers ; and as ſuch 


permit me, Sir, to recommend it to 


your ſerious Peruſal and Imitation. 


Your plain Reaſon being thus laid 


out of the Caſe, the reſt of your 
Argument may be ſummed up thus. 


The general Cuſtoms of Men (in 
which a common Likeneſs connects, 
as in a Chain, the Manners of its In- 
habitants quite round the whole 
Globe) are not traductive from one 
another, but owe their general Si- 
militude to the Voice of one com- 
mon Nature, improved by Reaſon, 


or debaſed by Superſtition, ſpeaking 
to all its Tribes of Individualss. 


Thize 


K 


„ 


(47 ) 


There is between the Rites and 
Cuſtoms of the ancient-and modern 

| Inhabitants of the ſame City | Rome] 
a great and ſurpriſing Likeneſs, 


Therefore theſe ſimilar Rites, uſed 
at different Times by the Inhabitants 
of a particular City, were not tra- 
ductive from one another, but were 
the Effect of the Voice of one com- 
mon Nature, &'c. 


Were we to admit the najor in 
this Syllogiſm, which is far from 
being an unqueſtionable Term, what 
kind of Relation does it bear to the 


minor or the concluſion ? 


The Reader will probably be 
of Opinion, I might have ſtopped 
here, and that nothing was ne- 
ceſſary to ſhew the Inconclufrueneſs 
of your Argument, beſides the bare 
fating it. But being informed, that 


not- 


4 6 


tag 4 the Proofs produ- 
cd by the ingenious Author of the 
Letter in his Poſſcript you ſtill per- 


fiſt in your former Opinion and 
meditate a Reply; — the Author of 


the Letter and the Public will for- 


give me, if I attempt to throw ſome 
new Light on this Subject, and eſ- 
tabliſn þis Concluſions by an Au- 


thority above all e 880 


own. 


1. In Order to prove, that the 
Rites practiſed by the Greeks in their 
Myſteries were borrowed from thoſe 
of Egypt, you inſiſt, that the Simi- 
litude 3 the Rites prattiſed,and 
the Doctrines taught in the Grecian 


and Egyptian Myſteries, would be 


alone Jugpetent zo porne => to their 
uiii (0). 


A abe diente been Wise 
* Ceremonies of Greece and 
de) Div Leg. N 177. 


8 
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13 649) 
. 5 opt is alone a ſufficient Proof of 
the ane being borrowed and traduc- 
tive from the other. What Reaſon. 
. can. you aſlign, why as exact and 
F b — a Likeneſs in the Rites 
and Superſtitions, ſucceſſively prac- 
tiſed by the Pagans and Papiſts in 
the City of Rome, is not as ſufficient 
a Proof, that thelatter 4orrowed from 
the Ee > 


If in 1 Caſe this g | 
is to be attributed to your Principle 
of the Voice of one common Mature 
ſpeaking alike to all the Inhabi tants. 

, the Globe, one would expect it 

| ſhould be in the Caſe of Greece and 
Egypt, Nations ſituated at à great 
Diftance from each other; rather 
than in that of the A of 
the ſame City, whoſe mutual Rela- 
tion and Intercourſe of Manners and 
Traditions make the Imitation not 

enly probable. but more natural, 


Þ 


H 2. From 


(&) 


. From he Similitude benden 
the Rites and Cuſtoms practiſed by 
the Egyptians and Jews, you con- 
elude, that many Egyptian Cuſtoms 


<« were indulged to the Jews by the 
« inſpired Law-giver, in Compli- 
« ance to their Prejudices (W). 
« Matter of Fact, you ſay, proves 
« this, there being a great and ſur- 
« pri fing Relation between Jew- 


« iſh and Egyptian Rites in Cir- 


60 cumſtances both oppoſite and % 2 


« mar x); and you ſupport your 
Opinion by the following Quotation | 
from Mitſius. Ita autem com- 


modiſſime me proceſſurum exiſti- 


« mo, 11 primo longa exemplorum 
e inductione ex doctiſſimorum vi- 


« rorum mente & eorum plerumque 
verbis demonſtravero, Magnam 
ce argue mirandam plane convenien- 
K fiam in 9 Wegotio Vere- 


(w) Div. Leg. part 2. p. 297. 
(x) bid. part 2. p. 299. | 
; * 5 EF 


If 


| (sr) 
ec res inter AM Typtios atque He- 
* breos eſſe. Que cum fortuita eſ- 
* ſe non poſſit, neceſſe eſt, ut vel 
< Zgyptu ſua ab Hæbreis, vel ex 
„ adverſo Hebræi ſua ab Ægyptiis ha- 
* beant.” And again,.“ Porro fi, 


e leyato Antiquitatis obſcurioris ve- 


« lo, gentium omnium ritus Ocu- 
“lis vigilantibus intueamur, Ag yp- 
< tios & Hebrevs pre omnibus a- 
'« His moribus fimillimos fuiſſe com- 
% periemus. Neque hoc Kircherum 
< fefellit, cujus hæc ſunt verba: He- 
* brai tantam habent ad Ritus Sacri- - 
« ficia, Czrimonias, ſacras Diſcipli- 
* nas _ZEgyptiorum affinitatem, ut 


vel Zgyptios Hebrai zantes vel 


„ Hebræos Ægyptizantes fuiſſe pla- 
ne mihi perſuadeam (v). 


If then this Similitude between 

the Rites uſed by the eus and E- 

_ pyptians ought to be conſidered as 
(Y) Herman. Wit ſii Ægyptiaca. Am t. 1696. 


p. 4. & 5. D. L. part 2. page 300. 
H 2 a Proof 


| = 
=] * a Proof of their Relation, and that 
3 9 / thoſe uſed by the Jes were inſtitut- 


ed in Compliance to the 
People's Prejudices for ſimilar Rites 
practiſed by the Egyptians in the 
Worſhip of their falſe Gods; is it 
not as reaſonable to ſuppoſe with the 
ingenious Author of the Letter from 
Nome, that the Superſtitions practiſ- 
ed in Chriſtian Rome, which have 
ſo exact and ſurpriſing a Similitude 
to thoſe uſed in Pagan Rome, were 
borrowedand retained by the former, 
in Condeſcenſion to the Humour of | 
the People, and Compliance with 
their Prejudices in favour of Pagan- 
z hm ? And that this was the Truth 
of the Caſe the Author before men- 
tioned hath ſhewn by the expreſs 
Teſtimony of many Authors as well 


Catholics as Proteſtants (v). 


Þ (v) Letter from Rome Edit. 1741. 8vo. p. 
221. 222. Poſtſcript page 234. 236. 237. & 
paſſim. Cote . | * 


3. After 


( 33 ) 
Aſter | peaking of the Abuſes 
ind Corruptions practiſed in the Pa- 
gan My ſteries, which were. uſually 


celebrated in the N ight, Jos proceed 
thus: 


«In ſhort wemuſt own, that thoſe 
Myſteries, ſo powerful in their 
firſt Inſtitution for promoting Vir- 
tue and Knowledge, became in 
Time horribly corrupt, the Sea- 
ſon of Luſt and Revenge. Nor 
conſidering the Circumſtances a- 
bove, are we to wonder at it. Even 
in the fi and pureſt Ages of our 
holy Religion itſelf a like Cor- 


* ruption from the like Cauſe crept 
into the Church. The primitive 


Chriſtians, in Imitation, 1 ſuppoſe, 


* of theſe Pagan Rites, brought a 
| Cuſtom into the Church of __ 
-<- brating Vigils in the Night; which 
at firſt were performed with the 


utmoſt Sanctity and Purity; but 
in a little Time became ſo abſurd, 
ce that 


| ( 54) 
e that it was necefiary to ſt 
6; them { 2. 0 | 
This I mb as a great ** con- 
| clufive Authority, i it being your own 
Opinion, not on a ſimilar Caſe, but 


on the very Point 3 in Qveſtion. 


as In La Part of the ſame Sec- 
tion, after giving an Account of the 
Diſlike the primitive Fathers expreſs- 
ed of theſe Pagan Myſteries, you ex- 
preſs yourſelf thus: ¶ But here comes 
< in the ſurprizing Part of the Sto- 
c ry, that after this, they ſhould fo 
4 ſtudioufſſy and affected, y transfer 
.« the Terms, Phraſes, F —— 
4 Rites, Ceremonies and L Diſcipline 
of theſe odious Myſteries into our 
holy Religion, and thereby very 
-« early vitiate and deprave what a 
i Pagan Writer could ſee and ac- 
28? knowledge was ahſaluta & fim- 
265 plex, as it. came out of the Hands 


© 58 02 Div. Leg part I, page 167. 


« of 


( 55.) 


of its divine Author. sure then 
tc it was ſoms more than ordinary Ve- 
ce geration the People had for "oe 
« Myſteries, that could incline the 
« Fathers of the Church to ſo fatal 
a Counſel: However the Fact is 
« notorious, and the Effects are but 
e too viſible (a).“ 


Thus the /ame Fatt, when it tends 
to prove a Part of a favourite Hypo- 
theſis, is in your Hands notoriouſiy 
true; but it is no ſooner made Uſe of 
by the ingenious Author ſo often 


mentioned, than it Proves to be an 
urter miſtake. 


You then proceed to ſhew, that 
in many Particulars the Chriſtian 
Ritual is a literal Copy and Imita- 
tion of that uſed by the Pagans,—- 
Theſe are your Words. 


10 D. L. part 1. page 174. 
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The Reader will not be diſpleaſed -to/ find, 


here an exact Account of this whole Matter, 
extracted from a very curious Diſſertation of a 


great and unexceptionable Writer; I/ Caſau- 
Bon's 16 Exerc. againſt the Annals of Baro- 


nius . Pii Patres, quum intelligerent, quo 
facilius ad veritatis amorem corruptas ſuper- 


ſtitione mentes traducerent; & verba ſacrorum 


illorum quam plurima in ſuos uſus tranſtule: 
runt; & cum doctrinæ veræ capita aliquot ſic 
tractarunt, tum ritus etiam nonnullos ejuſmodi 
inſtituerunt; ut videantur cum Paulo dicere 
gentibus voluiſſe & &yrivles Meere, rad rA x 


reyſnoufo . Hinc igitur eſt, quod facra- 
menta Patres appellarunt Myſteria, uvyoas, 
rente, rc %, ü one,. five inoldas, 160. 


gEο,jz; interdum etiam cpha, ſed rarius : — 
peculiariter vero Euchariſtiam  TeA&z@v ve 


71y, — Dicitur etiam antonomaſtice 7 pv5nezor; 
aut numero multitudinis T& wv5yerz.— Apud 


Patres paſſim de ſacra communione leges, 


gorio Magno, magnum & pavendum myſterium. 
— Mvgde in veterum monumentis ſæpe le- 


ges, pro Cœnæ Dominicæ fieri particeps; pvys 
ro ipſa actione; nb eſt ſacerdos, qui etiam 
dicitur d puvsalwyav & 0 iepoizar5ys,—In Litur- 
giis Græcis & alibi etiam j ic ready, & » 


xevQia Y in ονο Ty, eſt Euchariſtia. 
Quemadmodum autem gradus quidam in My- 


ſteriis Paganicis ſervati ſunt, fic Dionyſius uni- 
verſam F re] i + lee trad itionem ſa- 


cramentorum diſtinguit in tres actiones, quæ 


& ritibus & temporibus erant diviſæ: Prima 
eſt x ze, PUrgare ; altera wvyors, initiatio; 
tertia, he conſummalio; quam & tx 


ſæpe 
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hes pe nominat. — Spem meliorem morientibus 
iſſe Myſteria Attica dicebat paulo ante 


38 * BL Fullius. Patres contra, certam ſalutem & 
= © vitam æternam Chriſti Myſteria digne percipi- 


! ae 


== * nerent; ſervari non pofſe—Finem verò & fruc- 
| tum ultimum Sacramentorum 9{wow deificatio- 
nem dicere non dubitarunt; quum ſcirent va- 
narum ſuperſtitionum auctores, ſuis epoptis eum 
honorem audere ſpondere. Paſſim igitur legas 
apud Patres, tis lee pvoaywyins THAQE e 
Oln, finem ſacramentorum eſſe, ut qui ver 
fide illa perciperent, in futura vita dii evadant. 
—Athanaſius verbo geortet in eam rem eſt 
uſus; quod mox ab eodem explicatur,— par- 


1 
LEM . 
7 5 gh 
ES . 


* 


ſymbohs Sacramentorum, per quæ divine illæ 
ceremoniæ celebrantur, nihil attinet hoc loco 


„ K a %& „ & & A * M & « 


fymbolum, diverſi eſt generis, & fidelibus teſ- 
feræ uſum præſtat, per quam ſe mutuo agnoſ- 
* cunt, qui pietati ſacramento dixerunt: cujuſ- 
modi tefferas fuiſſe etiam in Paganorum Myfte- 
* ris oſtendimus. Formulæ illi in Myſteriis per- 
* agendis uſurpatæ, Procul eſte Profani ! reſpon- 
0 2 in Liturgia hæc per Diaconos pronuntiari 


-z 


'* folita: Sc AN pol Abele; vel, iF we- 


* rale 8 ef AHvol, 6004 &pavylas z omnes Ca- 
« techumeni foras diſcedite, omnes Poſſeſſi, omnes 
non initiati— Noctu ritus multi in Myſterus 
* peragebantur 5 noctu etiam initiatio Chriſtia- 
© norum inchoabatur; — Gaudentio nominatur 
„ # folendidifſima no vigiliarum. Quod autem di- 
T ,cobamus de filentio in ſaeris oportaneis ſeryari 
© a paganis ſolito; id inftitutum veteres Chri- 
ſtianl fic probarunt, * religioſa ejus obſerva- 
3 tione 


: "4 
, 3 | 


licipatione Spiritus conjungimur Deitati. — De 


dicere : illud vero, quod eſt & appellatur ſidei 


K AAA A „ K „ A A A „ K & K A A MM A „ „ „ «„ „ 


= 


Rp ) 

tione myſtas omnes longe ſuperarint. Quemad- 
modum igitur dicit Seneca, ſanctiora ſacrorum 
ſolis initiatis fuiſſe nota: & Jamblichus L. III. 
de Philoſophia Pythagoræorum in rd aToyp1la, 

uz efferri non poterant, & 7% Poe, que 
oras efferre jus erat; ita univerſam doctrinam 
Chriſtianam veteres diſtinguebant in 7s l, 
id eſt, ea Quzenuntiari apud omnes poterant, 
& rd &«Topyla arcana temere non vulganda :— 
76 dd ypdla, inquit Baſilius, ciwrarar T 5 xy- 
pbymela Snuoriddlas. Dogmata filentio premun- 
tur; præconio publicantur.,—Chryſoſtomus de 
118 qui baptizantur pro mortuis; Cupio quidem 
perſpicue rem dicere: ſed propter non initiatos 
non audeo : hi interpretationem reddunt nobis diffi- 
ciliorem, dum nos cogunt, aut perſpicue non di- 
cere, aut arcana, que taceri debent, apud ipſos 
efferre.—Atque ut i#ZopxaoX H puuoneac dixe- 
runt Pagani, de 1is qui arcana myſteriorum 
evulgabant ; ita dixit Dionyſius, —/ide ne enun- 
ties, aut, parum reverenter habeas ſandta ſancto- 
rum. Paſſim apud Auguſtinum leges, Sacra- 
mentum quod norunt fideles. In Johannem tract. 
11. autem fic : Omnes Catechumeni jam credunt 
in nomine Chriſti, $ED JESUS NON SE CREDIT 
EIS. Mox, Interrogemus Catechumenum, Man- 
ducas carnem filii hominis? neſcis quid dicimus. 
Iterum, Neſciunt Catechument quid accipiant 
Chriſtiani : erubeſcant ergo quia neſciunt (B). 


And leſt the Argument drawn 
from Conformity and Similitude 
ſhould want any additional Evidence 


| () D. Leg. part 1. p. 174. not, t. 


T to 


_ NN Yet mms: 888 ME 0 ; F« "PIR ” 5 ; ” . ; 1 _ 
"4 . TOY Se eee ů NU LP moto V 8 FFP ’«’˖. ‚ ’ . ; 


„ 
to ſupport it, you inform your Rea- 
ders, that the Primitive Chriſtians 
borrowed their Method of Allegory, 
to /piritualize the ſacred Writings, 
from a ſimilar Practice of the Pa- 


gans (c). 


Theſe Authorities, you will permit 
me to affirm, are unexceptionable: 
and they are ſo expreſs and conclu- 
ſive in favour of what is contended 
for by the Author of the Letter from 
Rome, i. e. that many of the Rites 
and Superſtitions practiſed in Chri- 


ian Rome are traductive and bor- 


rowed from the Pagan City, that 
1 make no doubt you are by this 


Time fully convinced of the Truth 


of his Aﬀertion. 


The different Opinions, which on 
different Occaſions, you have enter- 
tained of this Matter, may ſerve to 
teach us, that when a Writer whoſe 


(e) D. Leg part 1. p. 356. 
2 E 2 Strength 


(666) 


1 Strength and Clearneſs of Reaſon can 


be equalled only by the Warnit h and 


Impetuoſity of his Temper, frites 


into the Province of Paradox, as an 
Exerciſe for the reſtleſs Vigour of 
bis Mind (e), he will ſometimes, 


without perceiving it, ſuch is the 
Foible of Humanity, unwarily loſe 


| himſelf in the Wilds of Error and 


Inconſiſteney. Paradoxes in fuch 
Hands I admit will always be pro- 
auttive of ſomething for Uk and Cu- 
riofity(D) ; and in that Light ſeveral 
of the detached Parts of your Divine 
Zegation of Moſes may not improper- 
72 ufer. 95 


But to put an End to an Epiſtle, 


which probably you imagine is al- 


ready ſpun out to an unneceſſary 
Length; permit me to remind you, 
that a due Reflection on the Imper- 
fections of the human Mind, how- 
ever exalted and wt gh by Study 


(03-29, L. part 1. p. 33. 


(e) Ibid. p. E and 


-< 61) 


and Speculation, ſhould have taught 
you to touch the Miſtakes, be they 


real or imaginary, which you figure 
to your ſelf to have diſcovered in the 
Works of other Authors, with that 
Candour and Tenderneſs, with which 
you fould wiſh your own Errors may 
be treated, when by Reaſon of 
Death or the Imperfections of Age 
it ſhall be no longer in your Power 
to defend or explain them. And 
that the Rules of Juſtice and Decen- 
ey, inſtead of inclining you 70 abuſe, 
without the leaſt Provocation, the Pro- 


feſſors and Profeſſion of the Law in a 


Manner, which no Provocation you 


may fancy to have received from any 


of its Members, can in any Degree 
merit or juſtify, muſt have certainly 
dictated to you a more prudent and 
guarded Behaviour. Vour not at- 


tending to this, was principally what 


gave Occaſion to my troubling you 


> with the preſent Epiſtle; in which, 
| however faulty through the Difh- 


dence 


2) 
* 4 dence I have of my own Abilities I 
Ef ſuſpect it may be in other Reſpects, 
I! have endeavoured to explain the 
RNeaſons of my diſſenting from you 
- with Civility and fair Argument, 
and without Bitterneſs to your Opi- 

mions or Perſon ff, (to which laſt, as 
well as to the mu. who are the 
Subject of your Appendix, it is my 
Misfortune to be entirely a Stran- 
ger.) In doing this, as I never under- 
5 the Diſcipline of your Criti- 
ciſm, I had no Pique or Reſent- 
ment of any kind to gratify ; my = 4 
4 primary Intention being to offer 2 
2 to your Conſideration ſome of the | 
2D / Miſtakes I had obſerved in your Bi-. 
vine Legation of Moſes, with a View 
to bring you thereby to a cooler and 
more temperate habit of Expreſſion, | 
and induce you in your future Writ- 
ings to abate of that Air of Superiori- a 
ty and Trium ph, which gives great 


«<5 


# F 4 


* 


ncern to many. of your Friend 
| has very much leſſened your . 7 
Character as a Writer in the Opinis' 
on of I greatiſt Part of your Rea- 
o which if any thing con- 


1 lers. AO . 
tained i in the foregoing Pages hall 5 * 
in any manner contribute, I ſhall 1 


* a I 


m my Time ver 


ulcfully employed. — 2 


; . | 
Lincolns Inn, the 22d. | 5 8 
October. 1 74 fy | | * 
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